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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1)^ Responsive to comnnunication(s) filed on 28 February 2006 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the nnerits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex pa/te Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 2/28/2006, with respect to the 35 USC 
112 rejection have been fully considered and are persuasive. In light of the amendment, the 
112 rejection of claim 4 has been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 2/28/2006, with respect to die objection 
to the specification have been fully considered and are persuasive. In light of the 
amendments, the objection of the specification has been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 2/28/2006, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim (s) 1-18 under 35 USC 103 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Kim (WO 02/44458 Al) or Weimer (DE 19651292 
Al). 

Claim Refections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for aU 
obviousness rejections set fordi in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sou^t to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 and 10-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being impatentable over 
Kim (WO 02/44458 Al) or Weimer pE 19651292 Al) in view of Isayama (JP 200139018 
A). 
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Kim and Weimer disclose a drum-type washing machine with a fastening bolt having 
a screwed shaft penetrating a cabinet of the washing machine to be coupled with a boss of a 
tub, a cabinet, drum and elastic members (see entire document; Fig. 1, 4, Items 12, 7, 2; Fig. 
1, 2, Item 8, respectively). Kim and Weimer do not show a head part of the screwed shaft 
having a cut-away portion holding a power cable of a washing machine. Isayama discloses a 
bolt having head (3), a cut-away portion and flange (5, 6) extending outward to hold the 
cable. The cut away portion includes an insertion portion and fixing bent portion. Isayama 
also discloses the outer dromiference side of the flange is wider than an opposite side and 
the shape is generally roxmded (Fig. 1, 3, 5, 7, abstract). Isayama also discloses that the fixing 
portion is formed rounded along a direction of rotating the head and the cable naturally 
moves toward die insertion portion (Fig. IB). At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Kim (or Weimer) with Isayama for 
die benefit of having a Hghtweight, safe fastener for stringing cable (abstract). 

Claims 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kim 
(or Weimer) and Isayama as appHed to claims 1-8 and 10-17 above, and further in view of 
Ory (US Patent No. 4,624,117). 

Kim (or Weimer) and Isayama do not specifically disclose a protmsion extending 
from an outer circumference of the power cable lying between the head part and the cabinet. 
Ory discloses a protmsion (see Figure 3) attached to the power cable, which would lie 
between the cabinet and holding strap (similar function to the bolt). Kim (or Weimer), 
Isayama, and Ory are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor. 
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securing structures. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to modify Kim 
(or Weimer) and Isayama with Ory for the benefit of preventing the cord from falling back 
into the cabinet (col. 3, see also entire document). 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a poUcy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exdude" granted by a patent and to prevent 
possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least 
one examined appUcation claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because 
the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, 
the reference claim(s). See, e.g.. In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); 
h re Goodman, 11 R3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Omum, 686 R2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In 
re Vogek 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 R2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be 
commonly owned with this appUcation, or claims an invention made as a result of activities 
imdertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fiilly comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

Claim 1-8 and 10-17 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstamtory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being \mpatentable over claim 1 of copending 
AppUcation No. 10/433,159 in view of Isayama QP 2000139018 A). The copending 
application '159 describes a bolt for a washing machine and Isayama describes a holder for a 
cord which is secured to a bolt. At tiae time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify '159 with Isayama for the benefit of safely fastening 



the cord. 
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This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 



Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The prior art not disclosed are Thuruta (US 5072473), Kendt (US 
3032291), Tamarin (US 3489866), who disclose cord supports. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sarah E. Husband whose telephone nimiber is (571) 272- 
8387. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael E. Barr can be reached on (571) 272-1414. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubHshed 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Stams information 
for impublished appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http:/ /pair-directuspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toU-free). , . 
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